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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims l-8 5 10 & 32-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Luciano et al (US Patent Number 6,641,483) in view of Graham (US Patent Number 5,093,861). 

Claims 1, 32, 37: Luciano teaches an apparatus (Lockable Security Cabinet) for" 
selectively controlling access to a plurality of physical areas of a gaming machine. 
(Abstract) Luciano teaches a plurality electrically operable lock mechanisms 
respectively associated with the areas and each physically movable between unlocked 
and locked conditions with respect to its associated area. (Col 8, 19-21 teaches electronic 
locks. Fig 3 teaches a plurality of locks. Locks inherently move between a locked and 
unlocked position.) Clearly, the data input devices for the electronic locks would be 
located on the gaming device. Luciano teaches that it is important that certain identified 
personnel have access to some but not all of the plurality of physical areas. (Col 1, 42- 
53) Luciano fails to teach the details of the operation of electronic locks. Graham 
teaches these details. 

Graham teaches control circuitry (Fig 3) independent of the gaming machine 
including a processor (45) operating under control of a stored program (Fig 2) and 
coupled to each of the lock mechanisms via a communications link (i.e., strike control 
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relay 5 1) for controlling operation of the lock. This means that the input device is remote 
from the physical lock. Thus the apparatus remotely controls access. There is a data 
storage and retrieval system adapted to communicate with the processor and including a 
storage medium for storing data including personnel identification data and access 
authorization data indicative of the areas if any, of the machine for which a person 
seeking access to the machine is authorized - Col 3, 15-18 discloses that this data is 
stored as a 1X8 matrix stored in memory. There is a data input device (46, 47) coupled 
to the processor for inputting at least personnel identification data identifying a person 
seeking access to an area of the machine. (Col 3, 22-24) The processor is responsive to 
input personnel identification data for operating one or more lock mechanisms in 
accordance with access authorization corresponding to an identified person. (Fig 2) 
Clearly, a user may access one or more physical areas (i.e., a plurality of physical areas) 
of the machine without having access to all areas. The processor causes the lock 
mechanism of the physical areas to which access is authorized to move to the unlocked 
position to allow access to those physical areas - this is how all electronic locks work. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Luciano in view of Graham to include the circuitry and 
programming described in Graham in order to carry out Luciano's suggestion to use 
electronic locks. The method of use is rendered obvious by the structure. Clearly a 
system that may be used on a single system may be used on a plurality of systems. 
Claim 2: Graham's data input device includes a keypad (46). 
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Claims 3, 33: Graham's data input device includes a card reader (47), the data storage 

and retrieval system including a personal data card assigned to a person seeking access to 

the machine and readable by the card reader. (Col 4, 5-60) 

Claim 4: Graham's data input device further includes a keypad (46). 

Claim 5: Luciano teaches one or more doors respectively associated with one or more 

areas and respectively provided with lock mechanisms, each door being movable between 

open and closed conditions. (Fig 3) 

Claim 6: Each of Luciano's lock mechanisms directly controls access to its associated 
area. 

Claim 7: Each door includes a manual latch, the lock mechanism for a door indirectly 
controlling access to the associated area by controlling enablement and disablement of 
the manual latch. This is how locks work. The lock mechanism (443) controls the 
enablement and disablement of a manual latch (locking tab 452). The locking tab 
actually holds the door shut - not the lock itself. 

Claims 8, 35: Graham teaches a sensing apparatus (48) for sensing the condition of each 
door and each lock mechanism. (Col 7, 4-8) 

Claim 34: Graham teaches a remote control apparatus in communication with the 
processor for control thereof from a remote location. The keyboard is a remote control 
apparatus that controls the processor from a location remote from the processor. The 
processor is remote from the locks. 

Claim 10: Luciano teaches that at least one area includes a switch (242, etc), the 
associated lock mechanism enabling and disabling the switch. (Col 5, 50-54) 
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Claim 36: Graham teaches providing a manual override key (49) for each lock 
mechanism and providing an indication (54) when a lock mechanism has been manually 
operated. (Col 7, 10-18) Graham's manual override switch is presumably in the form of 
a button or "key". If, however, Applicant intends the term "key" to refer to the type of 
key that operates a lock, then Luciano teaches the use of such keys (used in combination 
with the switches 242, etc.) to enable the performance of special functions such as 
programming the processor. (Col 5, 50-54) Manual operation of the lock would be such 
a special function. Thus either meaning of "key" is taught by the prior art. 

Response to A rguments 

3. Applicants arguments filed 15 June 2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

4. Applicant argues that Graham's processor does not control more than a single lock. This 
argument has already been answered. Applicant is referred to the previous office action. 

5. Applicant argues that neither Luciano nor Graham teaches operation of a plurality of 
locks from input on a single gaming machine. Clearly Luciano does teach more than one lock on 
a single gaming machine. Applicant appears to be arguing that Luciano and Graham do not open 
a plurality of locks because of a single entry on a single gaming machine or at a single date entry 
point. This is not commensurate with the scope of the claims. Examiner notes, however, that 
such systems are so well known that they is an entire class/subclass (70/264) for such locks. 
Examiner has listed a number of such systems as additional art below in an effort to guide 
Applicant should he consider amending the claims. 
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Conclusion 



6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 



Reference Name 


US Patent Number 


Applicability 


Henry et al. 


5,774,058 


Single control, multiple locks one or more activated 
at same time 


Figh et al. 


5,392,025 . 


tt 


Fromm 


3,919,869 


u 


Guiraud 


3,796,073 


u 


Hogan et al. 


3,774,422 


CI 


Schacter et al. 


3,763,676 


tt 


Trip 


3,584,486 


tt 


Bianco 


5,588,317 


u 



7. This is an RCE of applicant's earlier Application No. 09/824621 . All claims are drawn to 



the same invention claimed in the earlier application and could have been finally rejected on the 
grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the earlier 
application. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first action in 
this case. See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in37CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no, however, 
event will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Corbett B. Coburn whose telephone number is (571) 272-4447. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5:30 5 Monday-Friday, alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Olszewski can be reached on (571) 272-6788. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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